CONSTITUTIONAL MONARCHY

consider as failing in sincerity towards the Crown, and justly to be visited by
the exercise of her constitutional right of dismissing that Minister; She expects
to be kept informed of what passes between him and Foreign Ministers before
important decisions are taken, based upon that intercourse; to receive the
foreign despatches in good time, and to have the drafts for her approval sent
to her in sufficient time to make herself acquainted with their contents before
they must be sent off.1

Lord Palmerston agreed to these rules.2

Nevertheless, the Queen had cause to complain again almost at once;3
and his unauthorised communication to the French Ambassador, in
defiance of a Cabinet decision approved by the Queen in a despatch,
compelled Lord John Russell to ask for Lord Palmerston's resignation.4
In the ensuing debate. Lord John Russell said: el think that when, on
the one hand, the Crown, in consequence of a vote of the House of
Commons, places its constitutional confidence in a minister, that
minister is bound, on the other hand, to the Crown, to the most frank
and full detail of every measure that is taken, and is bound either to
obey the sanction of the Crown, or to leave to the Crown that full
liberty which the CrowTn must possess, of no longer continuing that
minister in office/^ The Foreign Secretary, he added, * can only act with
the sanction of the Crown in matters of very great importance. In
matters of small importance, I am ready to admit that the Secretary of
State must be allowed to take a course which to him seems best, without
a continual reference to the Crown'.6

The practice of passing drafts through the Prime Minister's hands was
criticised by Mr Gladstone7 and appears not to have been followed.8
But the Queen was careful to insist on the rule that all decisions should
be submitted to her before they were acted upon. In 1852 she com-
plained because a Protocol was signed without previous consultation
with her.9 In 1854 she complained that Lord Clarendon had not sub-
mitted despatches for approval before sending them off.10 In 1862 she

1 Letters of Queen Victoria^ ist series, II, p. 315.
- Ibid, ist series, n, pp. 315-16.             3 Ibid, ist series, n, p. 321.

4 Above, pp. 210-11.                            5 ParL Deb, 3rd s., vol. 119, cols. 89-90.

6 Ibid. col. 97.                                       7 Gleanings, I, pp. 86-7.

8 It was, however, explained to Lord Derby in 1852: Letters of Queen Ftctoria,
ist series, 11, p. 453.                                   9 Ibid, ist series, n, p. 495.

10 Balfour, Life of the Earl of'Aberdeen, II, pp. 219, 226.
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